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REMARKS 
Clear Error in the Examiner^s Rejections 

The Examiner commits clear error in the rejection of claims 1, 3-23, 28 and 29 
under 35 U.S.C. §103(a). 

The Examiner contends that Shigemi provides a proficient suggestion of a parsing 
technique utilized with SGML documents. This is clear error. Shigemi discloses the 
following operation. A script interpreter receives event messages from extemal sources 
such as a user, and manipulates these incoming messages. Next, DTD, e.g. structured 
documents, are read and a relationship description is associated with the DTD, providing 
an operator to be executed. Finally, the script of the operator is executed, (see column 
14, line 60 to column 15, line 29). Shigemi does not disclose or suggest converting 
document data into structured document information. Instead, Shigemi discloses only 
that already structured data, such as SGML or XML, is merely transported (not 
converted), as taught, for example, in column 9, lines 24-36. Further, the script 
interpreter disclosed by Shigema parses and executes MIPS scripts (column 10, lines 27- 
35); it does not convert data into structured data. Hence, Shigema does not disclose or 
suggest a document parser unit for converting document data into structured document 
information as recited in independent claims 1, 20, 22, 23, 28, and 29. 

The Examiner also alleges that the scripts of Shigema read on an application 
program and refer to an extension of markup language or meta information. This is clear 
error. The application program recited in the claims of the present invention is a program 
that enables structured document information to be referred to by a browser, or to be 
converted from document data into structured information. 
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In constrast, Shigema discloses that XML can be used as an alternative to SGML 
but does not disclose or suggest that XML can be used as an alternative to scripts 
(column 9, lines 19-22). Shigema does not disclose or suggest any relationship between 
scripts and XML. Thus, even assuming, inter alia, that the scripts of Shigema were an 
application program, Shigema does not disclose or suggest an application program 
downloaded when an information service requiring an extension of a markup language or 
meta-information is used, so that the application program enables the reference to 
structured document information or the conversion of document data into structured 
information as recited in the independent claims. 

Thus, Shigema fails to disclose or suggest either a document parser unit for 
converting document data into structured document information, or a downloaded 
application program enabling manipulation of structured document information, and does 
not disclose or suggest each and every feature recited in applicant's claims. 



Based on the above arguments and remarks, applicant respectfully submits that 
there are clear errors in the Examiner's rejections. Thus, applicant submits that the 
rejections must be reversed. 



SCULLY, SCOTT, MURPHY & PRESSER, P.C. 
400 Garden City Plaza, Suite 300 
Garden City, New York 11530 
(516) 742-4343 

PJE:KRV/jam 



Conclusion 



Respectfully submitted. 



Paul y. Esatto, Jr. 
Registration No. 30,749 
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